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ABSTRACT
Historical archaeologists reveal information about the past not through an examination of 
the archaeological record alone but in conjunction with historical research as well. 
Documents are important to historical archaeologists not only for the literal information 
they contain but also as artifacts in themselves that change over time in style, format, 
and/or function. Patterns or trends found in the change of attributes are often reflective of 
changes in greater societal ideologies or worldviews.
This study examines a unique documentary data set consisting of three hundred and 
eighteen land plats from Gloucester County, Virginia between 1733 and 1849. The plats 
were viewed as artifacts and were examined for seventy-one attributes divided into seven 
categories. Through the use o f the database programs Microsoft Excel and SPSS, all 
attributes were systematically recorded and statistically analyzed to reveal averages of 
attributes by century, quarter century, and individual surveyor.
Trends or patterns found within the data revealed six concluding statements about 
changes in the Gloucester County plats between 1733 and 1849. The first five include 1) 
a decrease in total acreage size of land plots, 2) an overall increase in boundary markers 
including trees and roads, 3) a decrease in non-bordering landmarks, 4) an increase in 
identification and specification of neighbors, and 5) the increase in directional indication 
of roads. The sixth conclusive statement involves what I ’ve termed as “V-shaped” and 
“inverted V-shaped” patterns indicating low numbers of total boundary markers, trees, 
buildings, and roads and high numbers of landowners and total acres during the last 
quarter o f the eighteenth century.
The argument presented in this thesis is that the changes in the attributes of the 
Gloucester County plats between 1733 and 1849 reflect a changing attitude toward 
landscapes and cognitive space grounded in an evolving worldview based on capitalistic 
ideology and the growing emergence of individualism.
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REFLECTIONS OF THOUGHT:
LAND PLATS OF GLOUCESTER COUNTY, VIRGINIA, 1733-1849
INTRODUCTION
“Documents are an essential part of historical archaeology. Often 
these are accepted at face value for the information they contain, even 
though the meaning of the recorded information is not obvious” (Little 
1988:277).
Within the field of historical archaeology there is an inherent focus on analyzing 
material culture in conjunction with historical documentation (Beaudry 1993:1). While a 
primary research goal of historical archaeologists is to reconstruct past events and daily 
activities through the discovery and explanation of patterns found within specific 
artifactual databases, documentary records are often excluded from these forms of 
analysis. Similar to artifacts such as ceramic sherds and glass bottle fragments, 
documentary records too can be systematically analyzed to determine changes and 
patterns over time. The discovery of such patterns allows for a more thorough 
understanding of not only the archaeological and historical records, but also the symbolic 
and cognitive social and cultural meanings embedded within the documents.
One type of documentary record that is useful to historical archaeologists is the 
land plat. In the past when land property was granted, disputed, inherited, purchased, or 
sold, plats were drawn by surveyors as a simple way to map out property boundaries and 
to identify buildings and other landmarks (Mitchell 1988). As with other historical 
documents, land plats are not precise presentations of reality, but representations of how 
the surveyor at the time viewed the present reality, emphasizing certain landmarks over
2
3others. Viewed as artifacts, land plats can be analyzed for patterns associated with 
changes in physical attributes over time.
This thesis examined three hundred and eighteen plats from Gloucester County, 
Virginia. Gloucester County is considered a “burned” county due to the loss of records in 
1865 after having been transported to Richmond during the civil war for safekeeping.
The plats examined in this study are contained in two surviving plat books presently 
remaining in the Gloucester County Courthouse. Each plat was examined for seven 
categories of attributes: Identification, Boundary Markers, Trees as Boundary Markers, 
Buildings, Non-bordering Landmarks, Roads, and Other. Mean totals of category 
attributes were then calculated by century, quarter century, and surveyor to determine 
changes and patterns over time.
Due to the historical circumstances by which the plats were created and used, the 
data set provides a unique opportunity to explore the symbolic interpretation of past 
landscapes, both socially and culturally. Pertinent to the understanding of the landscapes 
depicted on the plats is the notion of cognitive space, the process of enclosure, and the 
use of boundaries. During the eighteenth century, in which the earlier plats of the data set 
were produced, Virginians began adopting a set of beliefs and attitudes referred to as the 
Georgian Order. This changing worldview reflected a shift of focus in attitudes and 
styles involving balance, order, symmetry, segmentation, and standardization (Leone and 
Potter 1988:212). Many believe that the Georgian Order was a “product of and producer 
of capitalism” emphasizing individualism as well as the production and consumption of 
commodities (Little 1988:272). Capitalism can be viewed as a total system “embracing 
lifeways, conceptions of the self and the individual, table manners, and bodily discipline”
4(Johnson 1999:226). The argument presented in this thesis is that the changes in the 
attributes of the Gloucester County plats between 1733 and 1849 reflect a changing 
attitude toward landscapes and cognitive space grounded in an evolving worldview based 
on capitalistic ideology and the growing emergence of individualism. This study 
contributes to the increasing emphasis of capitalism within the field of historical 
archaeology as part of an evolving worldview manifested and reflected in all forms of 
material culture.
CHAPTER I
THEORETICAL BACKGROUND
The theoretical component of this thesis draws heavily from five main 
components: landscape archaeology, map studies, the archaeology of capitalism, 
cognitive space, and the process of enclosure including the use of boundaries. This 
chapter reviews current literature covering these subjects as a means to better understand 
the theoretical background in which the arguments of this thesis are based. Beginning 
first with landscape archaeology, I will look at the definition of landscape as has been 
discussed by various authors (Bender 1993, Thomas 1993, Cosgrove 1994, Olwig 1993, 
King 1996, Darvill 1999, Layton and Ucko 1999). Second, I will discuss the materialist 
and ideational ways in which landscapes are studied. Third, I will review recent, 
discussions and arguments made within the field o f landscape archaeology. These 
discussions include: 1) symbolic meanings encoded in the landscape, 2) landscape as a 
cultural construct, 3) how landscapes reveal social relations, 4) the multitude of 
interpretations of a single landscape by different people, 5) landscape as an ever- 
changing entity, 6) the ways in which people both shape and are shaped by the landscape, 
7) the landscape as an artifact, and 8) a multidisciplinary approach to landscape.
Following the review of landscape archaeology will be a discussion on map 
studies. Within this thesis, the understanding of past landscapes is not sought through the 
archaeological record, but through a type of map called a land plat. Thus, an
5
6understanding of the unique characteristics of maps, including the role maps play in 
physical and symbolic interpretations of the landscape and how maps can project notions 
of power and control, is essential. Grounded in the symbolic interpretation of material 
culture, such as plats, are greater worldviews or ideologies. A recent focus within the 
field of historical archaeology is an understanding of capitalism as an influence on 
material culture. Following a review of arguments presented by recent scholars involving 
the relationship between historical archaeology and capitalism is a discussion of space as 
one of the key components of landscapes relayed on plats. Although space can be broken 
down into three components: material, social, and cognitive, it is the latter of the three 
that is inherent in the interpretation of plats (Delle 1998:14). After a discussion of 
cognitive space, the chapter is concluded with an analysis of enclosure and the role of 
boundaries within this process.
Landscape Archaeology
Over the last several decades archaeologists have increasingly recognized the 
importance of landscapes in defining and interpreting archaeological sites. In the past, 
the landscape was often overlooked. Today, however, archaeologists recognize the 
landscape not only as an important tool capable of revealing information such as 
settlement patterns, but also as an artifact in itself capable of revealing a great deal about 
culture and society through the symbolic messages imbedded within. Landscape 
archaeology “is essential to the archaeological program as a whole because the history of 
human life is about ways of inhabiting the world” (Barrett 1999:30). As a result of the 
growing recognition of the importance of landscapes within the field of archaeology,
7many recent publications have focused on landscape archaeology (Kelso and Most 1990, 
Yamin and Metheny 1996, Ucko and Layton 1999).
One of the fundamental questions surrounding the study of landscape is its 
definition. Cosgrove (1984:46) states, “landscape first emerged as a term, an idea, or 
better still a way of seeing the external world, in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries.” 
However, since the initial definition of the term, landscape has long held a plethora of 
meanings with differences arising among academic fields and individuals (Olwig 
1993:307). Thomas (1993:20) argues that one of his concerns with the use of the term 
landscape within archaeology is that “landscape is not a universal concept applied in the 
same way by all people at all times, and thus cannot represent a definitive way of 
apprehending the world.” Bender (1993) similarly argues against the concept o f a 
universal landscape and states that each landscape must be defined given the unique and 
specific context in which it is contained. Thus, the personal definition of an individual’s 
own landscape “will depend upon the specific time and place and historical conditions” 
(Bender 1993:2).
The general definition of landscape is often associated with what is considered to 
be the “natural environment” (Olwig 1995:318). This, in part, arose out of early 
definitions of the word landscape such as the literal Dutch definition of the term to mean 
a painting of the countryside (Olwig 1995:318). Cosgrove (1993:282) states that 
“landscape is taken here in its broadest sense as the surface of the physical earth, the 
surface upon which humans live, which they transform and which they frequently seek to 
transcend.” This definition is often termed the ‘natural’ landscape and defines the world 
in a state initially unaltered by human activity (Olwig 1993:310-313).
8While there often is agreement that the term landscape encompasses the natural 
environment, many argue that opposing this definition is that of the ‘cultural landscape’ 
which encompasses man’s interaction with the environment and the cultural constructs 
that he imposes on it (Olwig 1993, King 1996, Layton and Ucko 1999). King (1996:249) 
states that “one o f the key assumptions made by landscape archaeologists is that 
landscapes are the setting for the interaction of people with the natural world and with 
one another.” Layton and Ucko (1999:2) agree with the definition of the term cultural 
landscape as distinct and separate from that landscape which is defined as untouched by 
humans. Deetz (1990:2) similarly assigns cultural landscape its own distinct definition: 
“that part of the terrain, which is modified according to a set of cultural plans.” Tilley 
(1994:34), on the other hand, encompasses both the physical and cultural aspects of 
landscape in defining landscape as, “a series of named locales, a set of related places 
linked by paths, movements and narratives -  it is a ‘natural’ topography prospectively 
linked to the existential being of the body in space.” Due to possible confusion 
associated with the definition of landscape, for the purpose of this study landscape is 
defined as the surface upon the physical earth which is mentally, physically, culturally, 
and socially interpreted, altered, and experienced by human beings.
Given the many ways in which the term landscape is defined, it is not surprising 
that there is more than one way to approach the study of landscapes. Layton and Ucko 
(1999:2) explain within the volume The Archaeology and Anthropology o f  Landscape, 
there are “two approaches to landscape. One treats landscape as an object external to 
perception but capable of description, and the other in which landscape is seen as the 
expression of an idea, that the analyst must try to understand and as far as possible,
9translate into the terms of his or her discourse.” Within her study, Landscape as Myth: 
The Contextual Archaeology o f an Annapolis Landscape (1991), Elizabeth Kryder-Reid 
similarly divides past landscape studies into two categories: materialist and ideational. 
Material studies, divided into three categories: antiquarian, local history, and ecology, 
emphasize material parameters of spatial organization to the exclusion, with a few 
exceptions, o f ideological factors (Kryder-Reid 1991:47). Some examples o f this include 
Audrey Noel Hume’s (1974) study of the gardens of Williamsburg, English landscape 
histories, and settlement pattern studies such as those by Binford (1982) and Willey 
(1953) (Kryder-Reid 1991:47). The second approach in which landscapes are studied, 
ideational, looks to culture as “a system of meaning rather than an environmental 
adaptation” (Kryder-Reid 1991:54). Similar to the materialist approach, the ideational 
approach is divided into three categories: the “cognitive genesis of patterns,” emphasis on 
the relation of patterns to their social-structural context, and emphasis on the particular 
meaning or association of a pattern at a given time (Kryder-Reid 1991:54-74). Within 
the past several decades the trend in landscape archaeology has been toward the latter of 
the two approaches, emphasizing the cultural and social symbolism embedded within 
landscapes. Below, eight trends that have been found within recent landscape 
archaeology studies will be discussed.
As previously stated, one recent dominant trend within landscape archaeology is 
symbolic interpretation (Upton 1990, Mrozowski and Beaudry 1990, Yentsch 1996, 
Mascia 1996, Hudgins 1996, Kryder-Reid 1996, Hood 1999, Me Glade 1999, Darvill 
1999, Layton and Ucko 1999). Within this trend many argue that “archaeologists 
interested in the matter of landscapes have focused for too long on the physical and
10
structural dimensions rather than on metaphysical and social aspects” (Darvill 1999). 
Barrett (1999:26) points out that “to inhabit the landscape is to interpret it.” Therefore, 
we are constantly interpreting the symbolic messages in the world around us. In her 
work, “The Construction of Sanctity: Landscape and Ritual in a Religious Community,” 
Kryder-Reid (1996:231) states, “reifying the relationship between the material and 
mental world is the challenge of the archaeology of landscapes.” Kryder-Reid (1996) 
concludes her study by finding that the landscape of the Redemptionists in Annapolis was 
not created in a strictly functional format, but was a “material force in the creation of 
their communal identity;” it was the symbolism of what the landscape represented that 
was most critical.
Mrozowski and Beaudry (1990) similarly stress the importance of the symbolic 
meanings embedded within landscapes. They argue in “Archaeology and the Landscape 
of Corporate Ideology” (1990:190) that conscious and unconscious ideologies governed 
the shaping and use of the Boot Mill industrial complex in New Jersey. Thus, through an 
examination of the messages embedded within the built environment one can discover 
cultural and social processes (Mrozowski and Beaudry 1990:189). Another example of 
this is seen in the plethora of recent landscape studies focused on gardens in particular 
because of the vast amount of symbolism that is interpreted in their creation and design 
(Yentsch 1996, Deetz 1990, Beaudry 1996, Metheny et. al. 1996, Weber 1996, McKee 
1996, De Cunzo et. al. 1996).
Despite the increasing popularity of a symbolic approach to landscape 
archaeology, some feel that caution should be taken when dealing with such an approach. 
McGlade (1999) stresses that within recent studies the fact that landscapes evolve on a
11
linear path is often overlooked. In this case, while overlooking the importance of the role 
of chronology, scholars will “present an over-socialized view of the relationship between 
people and the environment” (Me Glade 1999:461). Me Glade (1999:462) suggests a 
human ecodynamic approach, which concentrates on the “co-evolution of 
social/historical and natural processes which is then intersected with time-space.” Layton 
and Ucko (1999:12) also raise a concern with symbolic interpretation of the landscape 
pointing out that “cognitive systems are undetermined by their environment” resulting in 
the fact that there may be many different explanations given for the same landscape. 
Further, critical theorists argue that any interpretation of a past landscape is done through 
modem eyes biased towards, and affected by, current perceptions and values of the world 
(Darvill 1999).
A second recognizable trend within landscape archaeology today is the emphasis 
of landscape as a cultural constmct (Hood 1996, Deetz 1990, Dreider-Reid 1996, Me 
Glade 1999, Layton and Ucko 1999). Hood (1996:121) argues that “landscape is cultural 
in that it physically embodies the history, stmcture, and context of human behavior.” 
People react to and interact with the environment, therefore constantly engaging their 
cultural beliefs and practices. Kryder-Reid (1996:231) states that it is the “cultural 
contexts that make the landscape meaningful.” The role of the archaeologist is not 
simply to record what is found in the ground, or how the landscape was laid out, but to 
discover how the landscape reflects the culture by which it was created. Deetz (1990:3) 
argues that the cultural landscape, as an artifact in itself, can be used to reveal insights 
into culture just as any other artifact.
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Along with arguing for the cultural component of landscapes, many stress the 
importance of landscapes in revealing social relations (Hood 1996, Kryder-Reid 1996, 
Darvill 1999, Thomas 1993, Cosgrove 1993). Cosgrove (1993:281) points out that 
anthropologists and thus archaeologists, “like other social scientists, acknowledge the 
importance of space, place, and landscape in the constitution of social life.” All social 
relations take place within the landscape. These social processes therefore are both 
shaped by and shape the surrounding environment and the landscape. Thus, the 
landscape is a social construct, not a physical one (Darvill 1999:107). Darvill (1999:108- 
109) argues that there are three components in the context of a landscape: space, time, 
and social action. Social action manifests itself as material culture and the physical world 
in which we live. Landscapes are active agents in the formation and development of 
these social actions (Darvill 1999).
The fourth trend pertaining to recent landscape archaeology studies is the 
emphasis o f the multilocality of landscapes in the past (Yamin and Metheny 1996, 
Yentsch 1996, Upton 1990, Darvill 1999, Layton and Ucko 1999). The argument is that 
the same landscape contains different meanings or interpretations depending on the 
economic, social, and political status of distinct individuals. In “Imagining the Early 
Virginia Landscape” (1990) Dell Upton argues that the ways in which white plantation 
owners, slaves, and the poor viewed the landscape differed greatly. While the wealthy 
gentry population related to the landscape through landmarks that were sequentially 
linked through space and time, the poor and enslaved viewed the landscape as an 
unrelated set of spaces that were either free or controlled (Upton 1990:72-73). “The 
creation of landscapes involves the application of value systems to the categorization,
13
appreciation, negotiation and understanding o f the spaces encountered by people as 
individuals, groups, or whole communities” (Darvill 1999:107). Thus, the understanding 
or interpretation of the landscape by an individual cannot be excluded from the social and 
cultural affiliations that individuals and/or society have placed upon or excluded from 
him.
While the same landscape may take on various meanings by different people, the 
landscape is not a static entity that never alters. In fact, many argue that landscapes 
continuously change over time (King 1996, Kryder-Ried 1996, Darvill 1999, Widgren 
1999, Barrett 1999). King (1996) looks at how the landscape of nineteenth century 
southern Maryland changed and evolved over time incorporating remnants of earlier 
landscapes in the process. Because landscapes are continuously changing, the function 
and importance of different features change over time as well. Darvill (1999:107) points 
out that change in the landscape is a normal and natural process. This change occurs at 
many different levels and at many different rates, including those that are environmental 
as well as man-made (Widgren 1999:95, Darvill 1999:107). This is why no two 
experiences of the landscape will ever be the same (Darvill 1999:107). Barrett (1999) 
explains how this process of constant change within the landscape can make it difficult 
for archaeologists because the landscape can never be defined through a single moment. 
Although a number of chronological “moments” over time may be discemable in the 
archaeological record, the continuous process of change is difficult to decipher.
Through this process of change, people both shape and are shaped by the 
landscape (Kryder-Reid 1996, Upton 1990, Darvill 1999). Kryder-Reid (1996:228) 
states, “the archaeology of landscapes is, after all, the archaeology of space—specifically
14
the human shaping, perception, and use of that space.” One must consider the historical, 
social, and economic circumstances influencing an individual or individuals at a specific 
time in history that would have led to the creation of a specific landscape. One must also 
consider how natural or man-made constructs in the landscape would have influenced 
how people perceived the roles o f society, each other, and themselves.
The seventh trend within recent archaeological landscape studies is the debate 
concerning the definition of a landscape as an artifact in itself. Many argue that just as 
ceramic sherds, nails, and glass fragments are artifacts used by archaeologists to interpret 
and date a site, so too are landscapes. Deetz (1990:3) states, “the cultural landscape is the 
largest and most pervasive artifact with which we as archaeologists must deal, yet much 
remains to be done, and much thinking about the ways to do it must be indulged.” 
Therefore, as with any artifact, changes in the physical landscape can reveal insights into 
how views and perceptions of the landscape changed over time. Darvill (1999), on the 
other hand, disagrees with the notion that landscapes should be categorized with other 
artifacts. Darvill (1999) believes that landscapes should be viewed not as artifacts but as 
contexts. He does not feel that in viewing the landscape as an artifact, all possible 
information will be acquired or considered. Darvill states several problems: 1) while 
there is an emphasis to define boundaries, many territories, regions, etc. cannot be seen in 
the archaeological record, 2) important areas that are not apparent in the archaeological 
record will go unrecognized, and 3) there are other senses to the environment which 
cannot be detected in the archaeological record such as smells and sounds.
It is obvious from the above discussion that landscape archaeology is a very 
complex, yet important, field of study. While there is much to learn about past
15
landscapes from the archaeological record alone, many believe that the best way to 
approach landscape studies is through a multidisciplinary approach (Yamin and Metheny 
1996, Yentsh 1996, Yamin and Bridges 1996, Layton and Ucko 1999). Yentsch 
(1996:xxiv) points out that “historical archaeology is richer when it calls upon many 
sources.” Yamin and Bridges (1996) reveal the importance that oral history can play in 
interpreting the landscape in “Farmers and Gentlemen: The Nineteenth Century Suburban 
Landscape.” Oral history, documentary research, and archaeological remains were used 
in conjunction with one another to reveal changes in the Henry Hopper Farm in Fair 
Lawn, New Jersey. Leyton and Ucko (1999:15) also support this interdisciplinary 
approach and urge archaeologists to “break free of current academic boundaries to link 
the strictly scientific with the historic, ethnographic, and even artistic.”
Maps
While archaeologists primarily look to the archaeological record as a means of 
discovering information about past landscapes, if he takes a multidisciplinary approach, 
as discussed above, he will find that documentary records too can prove to be useful tools 
in gaining insight on physical and mental landscapes of the past. One particular 
document useful in the study of landscapes is the map. In the past, maps were often 
viewed as secondary to other forms of documents when conducting historical and 
anthropological research. Maps were often seen as useful in their topographical 
information relaying where various features, both natural and man-made, were placed 
within the greater landscape as understood at the time the map was made. Within recent 
years, however, scholars have begun to recognize the tremendous importance of maps as 
primary research documents capable of not only relaying information about past physical
16
landscapes but also symbolic interpretations of social, political, and economical issues 
within society (Harley 1983, Nobles 1993, Buisseret 1990, Bendall 1992, Barber 1992).
J.B. Harley discusses taking an iconographical approach to the study o f maps in 
his article, “Meaning and Ambiguity in Tudor Cartography” (1983). Harley states that 
such an approach has “a potential strategy to assist in the descriptive and classificatory 
study of cartographic images with the aim of understanding the direct or indirect meaning 
of the subject matter represented” (Harley 1983:24). Modeled after Erwin Panofsky’s 
three levels o f interpretation in art history, Harley examines English Tudor maps on three 
levels. First, the primary or natural subject matter consists of basic symbols, which are 
universally understood, such as trees or buildings (Harley 1983:25-26). Second, the 
conventional subject matter, consists of “the particular spatial arrangement o f basic 
symbols that denote a specific place” (Harley 1983:27). Last, the intrinsic or latent 
meaning consists of “the ideological or symbolic undertones as they were understood by 
the cartographers, their patrons, or by individuals or groups who came into contact with 
the image” (Harley 1983:28). Through the examination of maps on all three of these 
levels, scholars can not only determine physical information about the landscape such as 
settlement patterns, but also deeper societal meanings embedded in the original intention 
of the map.
Harley (1983:36) further points out that all aspects of maps, from the actual 
portrayal of the landscape to written descriptions, explanations, and even decorative 
motifs, are part of the entire symbolic meaning. Harley (1983:32) argues that maps not 
only contain symbolic meaning within the objects portrayed on the map but maps can be 
seen as artifacts or symbols in themselves. Peter Barber similarly argues this point in
17
“England I: Pageantry, Defense, and Government: Maps at Court” (1992:77) in stating 
that maps and globes were used in Elizabethan England as symbolic reminders of the 
queen and her powerful presence within society.
An important aspect when analyzing the symbolic aspect of maps, as Harley 
(1983) points out, is the context in which the map was made. Gregory Nobles argues in 
his work, “Straight Lines and Stability: Mapping the Political Order of the Anglo- 
American Frontier” (1993:10) that maps “represent an attempt not just to depict or define 
the land but to claim and control it, to impose a human and, most important, political 
order over it.” In this sense, who the cartographer was, and for whom the map was made, 
greatly influenced how and what was represented on the map. Although many assume 
the purpose of maps in the past was to produce an accurate depiction of an area of land, 
such was not necessarily the case, and even if it was, an exact representation was not 
possible. The cartographer had the unique opportunity to depict the landscape as he saw 
fit emphasizing, including, or excluding whatever he felt was appropriate. Harley states 
in his work, “Text and Contexts in the Interpretation of Early Maps” (1990:4) that “maps 
redescribe the world - like any other document - in terms of relations of power and of 
cultural practices, preferences, and priorities.” Thus, the map has to be put in the context 
of the cartographer, other maps, and society (Harley 1990:6).
In the book From Sea Charts to Satellite Images: Interpreting North American 
History through Maps (Buisseret 1990), several authors have brought together various 
types o f maps in an attempt to reveal how and what scholars can learn from each style or 
format. Although the maps differ in many aspects, all maps can be examined and 
interpreted using those methods and philosophies previously discussed. One specific
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type of map that is discussed is the estate plan. Estate plans can reveal information on 
several levels. Estate plans held great value in the reconstruction of past countrysides, 
revealing such information as where crops were grown and where the owner’s house was 
situated (Harley 1983, 1990). However, Sarah Bendall’s (1992) study, Maps, Land, and 
Society: A History with a Carto-bibliography o f  Cambridgeshire Estate Maps, c. 1600- 
1836, looks to estate plans for different information. Bendall examined nearly eight 
hundred estate plans, each of which the “physical characteristics, the topographical 
information which it shows, and the amount and type of decoration which the surveyor 
used” was recorded. After the data was collected Bendall examined why each estate plan 
was commissioned and how the plan influenced the landowner’s thoughts about his own 
property (Bendall 1992:10). Bendall concludes that estate plans were often viewed by 
the owner as a symbol of power in which the reason for commission, by whom and for 
whom, influenced the presentation and inclusion of specific features on the landscape 
(Bendall 1992:188).
Harley (1983:31) also discusses the practical, symbolic, and social functions 
associated with various types of Tudor maps, including the estate plan. He states that the 
practical uses of estate plans are the “administration of estate, enclosure, emparking, and 
legal disputes.” The symbolic meanings include, “seigneurial authority, proprietorship, 
class, pride, attitudes towards landscape, and the discovery o f nature.” Lastly, the social 
function of the estate plan includes “maintenance of social structure based on land, rise of 
absolutism, and the development of aesthetic consciousness” (Harley 1983:31). Harley 
argued that the estate plan can even be viewed in some instances as a badge of local 
authority, revealing the lord of the manor’s legal power within a rural society (1983:37).
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In these instances the estate plan may display the coat of arms or the landowner’s house 
depicted at a larger scale and in greater detail than the other features on the map (Harley 
1983:37).
In many ways, the land plats of colonial Virginia are similar to English estate 
plans. Both were produced to portray an individual’s property that was surveyed for 
legal, political, and personal reasons. In the same way that estate plans and other maps 
can contribute to the understanding of past social and cultural processes, so too can plats. 
Due to the inherent nature and purpose of the land plats in early Virginia, as will be 
discussed in Chapter II, the notion of cognitive space, the process of enclosure, and the 
use of boundaries are integral components o f the landscapes represented on plats. 
Examined closely, these components are grounded in a broader ideology incorporating a 
capitalistic worldview.
The Archaeology of Capitalism
Within the past decade, a growing number of publications (Johnson 1996, Orser 
1996, Delle 1998, Leone and Potter 1999, Burke 1999) have focused on the 
unquestionable relationship between the field of historical archaeology and the growing 
emergence of capitalism throughout the modem world. Issues related to and 
encompassed within these discussions include a changing worldview, the definition of 
space, the process of enclosure, and the emergence of boundaries. This section will 
include an examination of these issues beginning first with the definitions of capitalism 
and its growing role in the field of historical archaeology.
One dictionary defines capitalism as “an economic system in which investment in 
and ownership of the means of production, distribution, and exchange of wealth is made
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and maintained chiefly by private individuals or corporations” (Costello 1992). While 
this definition is useful in a general understanding of the term, it is important for the 
purposes of this study to consider those definitions of capitalism presented by recent 
historical archaeologists who emphasize the relationship between production and material 
culture. Charles Orser (1996:72) describes capitalism as “an economic system in which 
those who provide the capital control the production of goods.” He argues that 
production not only includes tangible goods but those that are intangible such as ideas, 
attitudes, perceptions and beliefs. Leone (1999:4) defines capitalism as the private 
ownership of resources such as land, money, raw materials, and property of all kinds. 
Johnson (1996:6) similarly concludes that capitalism has to do with “material things, how 
they are produced, circulated, and consumed and the social and economic values people 
place upon them.” These definitions don’t apply only to one geographical location. 
However, the global emergence of capitalism within the modem world has lead some to 
argue that capitalism is a “world-economy” (Orser 1996:79).
Delle (1996) argues in his work, The Archaeology of Social Space that the field 
of historical archaeology, for all intents and purposes, can be viewed as an archaeology of 
capitalism. The close link between capitalism and the field of historical archaeology 
stems from the international direction of historical archaeology and the unavoidable 
analysis within the field of “historical processes o f European capitalist expansion across 
the globe” (Delle 1998:2). Delle points out that social relations within capitalistic 
societies are inherently unequal and argues that historical archaeology allows for the 
examination of how material culture contributes to the constmction and negotiation of 
such stmggles involving power and inequality (Delle 1996:7).
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It is inevitable that such notions of power and inequality encompassed within 
capitalistic societies not only influence economic changes but also changes in ideology 
and worldviews as well. Historical archaeology is a means of using material culture to 
decipher these views. Within Mathew Johnson’s (1996) work, The Archaeology of 
Capitalism he examines the transition of late medieval and early modem England from a 
feudal to a capitalist society. Johnson (1996:6) argues that “the study of material things 
in their context, logically, should be able to tell us a great deal about the changing 
ideational and economic patterning attendant upon the feudal/capitalist transition.
Johnson examines how a detailed look at changes in the English landscape, including 
objects and spaces, reflect societal beliefs and views associated with the rise of ‘rural 
capitalism.’ Johnson (1996:112) found “a shift away from medieval ideas of the social 
embeddedness of property and property relations to more privatized, capitalistic ones.”
Other important examples of the use of material culture in deciphering changing 
worldviews are those involving the Georgian worldview which arose in eighteenth 
century colonial America. The Georgian Order refers to a “consistent set of mles applied 
to architecture, material culture, and ways of living” (Johnson 1996:202). This changing 
worldview reflected a shift in focus towards such attitudes and styles involving balance, 
order, symmetry, segmentation, and standardization (Leone and Potter 1988:212). Leone 
(1988:214) contends that the basic beliefs and ideas embedded within the Georgian Order 
are the same ideas “used to organize industrial labor in the U.S. in the eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries,” making the Georgian worldview the order of modem capitalism. 
Little (1988:272) agrees with this inherent connection between the Georgian worldview 
and capitalism stating, “Georganization is said to be both a product of and a producer of
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capitalism.” Two of the most influential studies associated with the Georgian Order are 
James Deetz’s look at tombstones and other forms of material culture in In Small Things 
Forgotten (1996), and the study of colonial architectural in Folk Housing in Middle 
Virginia by Henry Glassie (1975).
Space
Spatiality is an integral component in the examination of landscapes represented 
on plats. While some refer to space as where something ‘isn’t’ as opposed to place, or 
where something ‘is,’ such a simplistic definition lacks the various hidden intricacies and 
meanings encompassed within the term (Orser 1996:135). Lefebvre (1979) argues that 
space was created through differing modes of production and can not be explained simply 
by “reference to the environment, to human nature, to the internal psychology of species, 
or even to culture” (Orser 1996:136). Lefebvre breaks capitalist space down into three 
important functions: means of production, object of consumption, and a controllable 
political statement (Orser 1996:136). Tilley (1994:11), on the other hand, views space as 
a social product created through the interaction of people and places.
Delle (1998:3), in a similar fashion, defines space as “a set of active forces within 
the process of historical and social change.” He argues that within the field o f historical 
archaeology, space is considered to be a form of material culture and is often equated 
with the landscape or “built environment” (Delle 1998:8). Delle (1998:14) argues that 
these spaces are embedded with differing layers of meanings that inevitably change over 
time and/or in response to societal situations. He views space as being constructed in 
three interrelated and interdependent components: material, social, and cognitive.
Material space is the physical landscape around us or the “built environment.” Social
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space refers to the relationships between people. Cognitive space is the “mental process 
by which people interpret social and material spaces” (Delle 1998:39). Cognitive space 
also includes interpretations of the landscape visible in written or verbal descriptions, 
including maps and plats. Cognitive space may or may not exist in the real world but 
may exist merely as an idea or ideal (Delle 1998:39). Orser (1996:141) points out that 
the French philosopher, Michael Foucault said, “space is fundamental in any exercise of 
power.” This power is especially realized through the organization of space and the 
influence of settlement design (Orser 1996:141).
Enclosure and Boundaries
One way of physically and mentally controlling space is through the process of 
enclosure and the use of boundaries. In An Archaeology of Capitalism, Johnson (1996) 
discusses the process o f enclosure in transforming the English landscape over time. The 
process of enclosure involves an inequality between that person(s) who is doing the act of 
enclosing versus that person who is being enclosed, forming and reemphasizing distinct 
social relations between the two (Johnson 1996:73). Enclosure places the eye, rather than 
the body, at the center o f space (Johnson 1996:74). Johnson (1996:75) found that 
enclosure of the English countryside transformed social relations and redefined power 
over the landscape, shifting the power from the manor to the individual house lot.
One o f the physical aspects of the process of enclosure is the formation and 
recognition o f boundaries (Johnson 1996). Boundaries have various social, political, 
religious and symbolic meanings specific to the context in which they are found. 
Boundaries are both mental, or those which are assumed through societal or personal 
understandings, and physical, such as marked trees, fences, or buildings (Johnson
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1996:71). Johnson (1996:71) states, “the definition and nature of boundaries across 
physical and mental landscapes is a key battleground in which different social and 
cultural interests are played out.” A key component involving the plats used within this 
study is the use or disuse of boundaries in defining property ownership by individuals. In 
this sense, changes in the inclusion or non-inclusion of boundary markers and other 
landmarks within the plat not only reveal physical changes in the landscape, but shifts in 
power and social relations imbedded in larger capitalistic ideologies as well.
CHAPTER II
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
As discussed previously, the focus of this thesis surrounds the Gloucester County 
plats, 1733-1849. Understanding why, where, and by whom the plats were produced, is 
integral to understanding the significance of changes in the plats over time. Within this 
chapter, relevant historical background will be discussed in two components. The first 
component includes a brief overview of the location and history of Gloucester County. 
The second involves a discussion of the seventeenth, eighteenth, and nineteenth century 
survey practices, surveyors, and the purpose and use of plats.
Gloucester County, Virginia
In 1624, seventeen years after The Virginia Company of London landed at 
Jamestown, Virginia became the first permanent royal colony in North America 
(Anonymous 1992:72, Salmon and Campbell 1994:13). The English viewed colonization 
as a way to halt Spanish expansion, spread Christianity to the native peoples of the area, 
and obtain wealth through natural resources such as gold, silver, and land (Salmon and 
Campbell 1994: 10). In an effort to establish a labor force for the colony, early settlers 
were promised an allotment of 100 acres each after working as indentured servants for 
seven years. However, the distribution of land was left in the hands of the Virginia 
Council, made up of wealthy planters who saw it in their best interest to simply ignore 
the issue of land owed to indentured servants (Anonymous 1999:168). Thus, indentured
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servants were forced to either rent or buy land from the wealthy planters who had already 
profited from their labor (Anonymous 1999:168).
In 1634, the “head right” system was established. Within this system a person 
was allotted 50 acres of land for himself and an additional 50 acres for each person whom 
he paid passage to the colony (Salmon and Campbell 1994:13, Gentry 1981 :x). The 
“head right” system, which was the primary method o f land distribution in the 
seventeenth century, eventually faded out by 1715 (Gentry 1981:xi-xii). Although it had 
been the intention of the British crown to allow all settlers an opportunity to own land, 
the wealthy elite continued to have a tremendous impact on land distribution and the 
wealth of the elite class continued to increase well into the eighteenth century 
(Anonymous 1999:171). Over this period of time plantations, farms, and homesteads 
were established across the Virginia landscape.
Tobacco quickly became the primary crop and a form of currency for the colony 
(Salmon and Campbell 1994: 18). As colonists continued to settle the area and African 
slaves were imported in increasing numbers, the population began to expand and 
continued to do so into the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. In 1700 the population of 
Virginia was 58,000, reaching 230,000 by 1750 (Salmon and Campbell 1994: 24). By 
1800 the population had risen to 886,149 and in 1860 reached 1,596,318, 40% of whom 
where slaves (Salmon and Campbell 1994: 45,92).
As the population of Virginia grew, sub-divisions of the land were established to 
meet the political needs and concerns of the colonists on a local level. These divisions 
were called counties, of which the first eight were established in 1635 (Salmon and 
Campbell 1994:15). Legal matters were resolved in county courts which were presided
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over by justices of the peace dealing with such issues as marriage licenses, proposals of 
new roads, and trying civil and criminal cases. Under the governor of Virginia and the 
Council, elected representatives from each county made up part o f the General Assembly 
called the House of the Burgess (Salmon and Campbell 1994:16).
Gloucester County was created from York County in 1651 (Sinclair 1991:12). 
Located in the Tidewater belt of Virginia, Gloucester forms part of what is referred to as 
“The Middle Peninsula,” lying between the Rappahannock and York Rivers (Figure 1). 
Other bodies of water that surround Gloucester are the Piankatank River to the north, 
Porpotank River to the west, and Mobjack Bay containing four branches, the East, North, 
Ware, and Severn Rivers, and the Chesapeake Bay to the east (Figure 2) (Gray 1936:11- 
12). Gloucester was divided into four sections, or parishes, according to the official 
church of the colony, the Anglican Church. These parishes included Abingdon, Ware, 
Petsworth, and Kingston (Sinclair 1991:12). By 1652, the number of counties in Virginia 
had increased to twelve, represented by thirty-five men in the House of Burgess (Robins 
1893:4). In 1691, a portion of Gloucester County located in Kingston parish was lost in 
the creation of a new county, Mathews (Sinclair 1991:12).
The unique geographic location of Gloucester, with copious access to several 
waterways, played a tremendous role in the history of the county. One o f the most 
prominent areas of Gloucester was the “triangular extension of land.. .that protrudes 
southward into the York River” known originally as Tindall’s Point and later called 
Gloucester Point (McCartney 1986:1). Tindall’s Point played a major role as a military 
defense, at which various fortifications were built over time, and also as an economic hub 
where the official tobacco inspection warehouse was established in 1713 (McCartney
on
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1986:20). Although Gloucester Town was laid out at Tindall’s Point in 1707, and several 
prominent planters bought plots, the site was never successful as a town even after 
several attempts at revitalization (Anonymous 1973:16). Another area of political and 
public importance was the site of the courthouse, originally called Botetourt Towne, later 
Gloucester Court House, and later still, simply Gloucester Village. While the earliest 
records for this site date to 1679, the courthouse remaining today was erected in 1766 
(Gray 1936:84-85). The courthouse became an economic and political meeting place in 
which men of colony could “exchange news and products” (Sinclair 1991:43).
Similar to other counties in Virginia, Gloucester relied heavily on the tobacco 
industry and the exploitation of slaves. In 1710, Gloucester was the most populous 
county in Virginia (Robins 1893:10). During the eighteenth century, in large part due to 
the increased reliance on slave labor, the population of Gloucester continued to grow. In 
1755, “black adult males, estimated as one half of the black adults, constituted 59 percent 
of the adult males in the county and by 1790 blacks were 54 percent o f the county’s 
population” (Ryan 1978:8). While slavery rose during the eighteenth century, so too did 
the number of tenants and middling farmers, eventually exceeding the population of 
wealthy plantation owners. Although in some instances these tenants and farmers owned 
slaves, many were not fortunate enough to own land, reaching 48.6% of the population in 
1782 (Ryan 1978:104).
During the mid-eighteenth century, grain became an important crop in Gloucester 
County because, due to the increasing depletion of fertile soil, grain actually took less 
time and labor to produce than tobacco (Ryan 1978:81). From the period just preceding 
the revolution to the early 1780s, the concentration of wealth shifted from the Tidewater
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to the Piedmont where the growth of tobacco was more profitable. Some of the wealthy 
plantation owners moving out of Gloucester County at this time divided up their land, 
selling and leasing the divided segments. This allowed planters of more modest 
resources the opportunity to own land and poorer planters the opportunity to sustain a 
living (Ryan 1978:86). Also during the Revolutionary war, Gloucester was very 
vulnerable to the British due to the various waterways that surrounded the county. 
However, these waterways allowed Gloucester residents to contribute to the Navy with 
shipyards, shipwrights, and seamen (Sinclair 1990:34). After the revolution, large estates 
were divided and subdivided among heirs in a struggle to regain prosperity and wealth. 
During the nineteenth century, although Gloucester suffered economically after the Civil 
War, diversified agriculture, forestry, and seafood provided economic support for both 
white and black residents while schools and churches became prominent social and 
cultural gathering places (Sinclair 1991:44-47, Gray 1936:237).
Surveying in Virginia
Although the lure o f adventure and fortune was strong, the settlement of Virginia 
was based in large part on the attraction of land (Hughes 1979:1). Men sought property 
they could call their own on which to live, cultivate, and hopefully acquire wealth. As 
colonists immigrated to Virginia surveyors were needed to plot and lay out the land. 
Although surveying had long been a tradition in England, the unique conditions of a 
growing and changing society in colonial Virginia called for different techniques and 
practices (Hughes 1979:3). While surveyors in England catered to the needs of private 
individuals, surveyors in Virginia were considered public officials working with public 
land, thus creating a surveyor profession (Hughes 1979:3,6). Surveyors were called to
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lay out or examine property which was being granted, disputed, inherited, purchased, or 
sold.
Due to the unique circumstances in settling an area o f land in which no previous 
English settlements or divisions had been made, the earliest settlers in Virginia claimed 
those lands which were most fertile and had access to rivers, streams, and other natural 
boundary markers (Hughes 1979:40). During the mid-seventeenth century, surveyors and 
landowners relied more heavily on large natural boundary markers, feeling that a river 
was more secure in identifying property than a tree or other small natural or man-made 
marker. Thus, Virginia was settled in irregular shapes scattered throughout the 
countryside and along waterways. Throughout the seventeenth century, as the practice of 
surveying in Virginia developed and progressed, the functions of land steward and land 
meter were developed (Hughes 1979:30,106). The layout of property in Virginia was 
often described as the “metes and bounds”, or markers and boundaries. In laying out 
property divisions, surveyors used the traverse survey in which the surveyor moved from 
one marker to the next, measuring the length and course between each marker or 
monument using a compass and decimal chain (100 links = 66 ft. = 4 rods or poles). The 
surveyor progressed from one marker to the next until the property was defined (Price 
349-350).
By the eighteenth century the closed traverse survey called by compass and chain 
was the common method in use (Hughes 1979:30,106). The surveyor’s compass, known 
as a circumferentor, was improved over the eighteenth century with increasing magnetic 
strength of the compass needle produced artificially “by a system of magnetized bars 
permitting the introduction of hardened steel needles to replace those of soft iron”
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(Hughes 1979:115). The compass became more durable through the use of brass rather 
than wood. Brass alidades attached on either side of the circular compass combined 
peepholes and long vertical slits to establish fixed sights. The surveyors’ compass and 
single plat had been so triumphantly perfected by the time of the revolution that only 
minor changes were made in the nineteenth century (Hughes 1779:115).
Boundary markers at this time became more frequent with the widespread use of 
trees and sometimes stone markers or pointers (Hughes 1979:51). When using trees or 
stones, the surveyors’ initials and the date were sketched into the marker, giving 
boundaries a semi-permanency (Hughes 1979:144). When a dispute arose between heirs 
regarding questionable property boundary lines of divided land that was inherited, 
surveyors were sent out into the field, usually with a jury, to settle the dispute (Hughes 
1979:133). Due to the success of the traverse survey in the eighteenth century, this 
method was adopted by the Common Wealth and continued to be used for over one 
hundred and fifty years until the emergence of urbanization (Hughes 1979:164).
Plats
The land plat was first introduced in England in the late sixteenth century when 
the plane table became common use in the field (Hughes 1979:32). The English plane 
table, developed from a French instrument called the holometer, consisted “originally 
only of a board mounted with a rod equipped with sights and ruler.. .(and allowed) for a 
piece of land to be plotted directly upon a sheet of paper in the field” (Hughes 1979:31). 
Land plats are scaled drawings made by surveyors, originally on a plane table, as a 
simple way to map out property boundaries and to identify buildings and other landmarks 
(Mitchell 1988). Plats were used at that time either to “check fieldwork done on the
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plane table or reproduce dimensions of angles and distances measured with another 
instrument” (Hughes 1979:32). The practice of drawing land plats did not become 
common in Virginia until after the traverse survey was introduced in the 1640s. Before 
this time, when linear distances were often not specified, there was no functional reason 
to produce plats (Hughes 1979:45-48). In 1642 an act was passed that made the plat a 
legal obligation (Hughes 1979:48).
Unlike surveyors in England, who produced plats in the field with the use of plane 
tables, Virginia surveyors produced plats after the survey was finished based on field 
notes recorded on small notebooks called field books. Using a calculating device called a 
Gunters Rule (a series of scales that use the same basic principles as later slide rulers) 
along with a protractor and geometry, the surveyor plotted out a scale drawing of the 
property boundaries. The surveyor then converted the area into the common unit of land, 
acres, using simple arithmetic or printed tables found in surveyor manuals. The plat, or 
legal description of the land, was produced by making “a copy of the (scale) drawing and 
annotating it with technical specification and a written description of the survey 
boundaries” (Anonymous 2001).
During the 1670s plats began to exhibit the increased level o f skill preformed in 
the field. Plats became more detailed and included such attributes as a scale, compass 
rose, boundary trees, and compass and pole bearings along the boundary lines not 
delineated by rivers or creeks (Hughes 1979:52). It was common, however, for small 
plats to lack a scale or compass. By the last decade of the seventeenth century a 
standardization of inclusions and format for all plats is apparent.
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“Included were (1) the date of the survey; (2) the name of the client; (3) the total 
acreage; (4) the location of the land by county jurisdiction and topographical 
features; (5) the history of the original patent and changes in ownership, if  any, or 
the warrant authorizing the survey; (6) the metes and bounds of the survey which 
note beginning trees or stone markers, compass bearings and linear distances of 
each course, names of trees, watercourses, and all adjacent owners along the 
boundary lines and at comers; and (7) the signature of the surveyor” (Hughes 
1979:52-53).
In 1706 a statute known as “The Duty of Surveyors” was passed, requiring a copy 
of the plat within six months of the survey so that it could be given to the client after the 
survey fee was paid and forwarded to Williamsburg (Hughes 1979:106,125). A second 
copy was entered into the county survey book, which was considered a public document 
and was reviewed by the local magistrates. In 1749 this statute was revised. Accusation 
of a surveyor drawing a plat without actually conducting the survey was considered a 
terrible offense (Hughes 1979:79).
Surveyors
During the seventeenth century, the position of Survey General was established as 
a means to oversee the appointment of surveyors and to monitor their work (Hughes 
1979:8). Quality and accuracy of work fluctuated throughout the century as the 
population grew and accurate borders became increasingly important (Hughes 1979:70). 
By the last half of the seventeenth century, surveyors often juggled a number of societal 
duties including managing a farm, holding multiple political offices, and actively 
participating in the militia. It is no surprise that surveyor positions were filled by the 
colony’s elite who stood to gain both politically and economically from the position. 
Surveyors were often criticized for holding multiple offices and having unjust influence 
on the House of Burgesses (Hughes 1979:17). In order to rectify the influence of the
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House or the governor, during the last decade of the century, the appointment of the 
survey general became “a rider to the proposed charter” for the College of William and 
Mary (Hughes 1979:23).
In 1699, the Society of Surveyors established the “Rules and Instructions” for 
local surveyors (Hughes 1979:63). Although the society dissipated before the eighteenth 
century, the guidelines set by the group continued to influence the surveying profession.
In 1700 “only fifteen men worked as professional county surveyors for the 62,000 living 
in Virginia” (Hughes 1979:72). Also at this time, acting Survey General, Miles Cary 
established the concept of the county surveyor, which had briefly been introduced in the 
middle of the seventeenth century (Hughes 1979:27). Initially, surveyors held a 
tremendous amount of power due to their ability to decide for whom and when a survey 
would take place. Records of complaints suggest that surveyors gave preference to those 
of equal or greater social status than themselves (Hughes 1979:113).
The surveyors at the beginning of the eighteenth century were still considered 
gentlemen and the responsibilities and quality of surveying continued to rise. Through 
granting surveyor generalship to the college, surveyors were removed from the center of 
political power (Hughes 1979:78). During the second quarter of the eighteenth century, 
as Virginia expanded to the west, the number of survey positions increased, as did the 
turnover rate (Hughes 1979:94). Between 1730 and 1756 nineteen new counties were 
created and the number o f surveyorships expanded by nearly sixty percent (Hughes 
1979:94). After 1750 few surveyors held political positions or high-ranking positions in 
the military and by the century’s third quarter, surveying procedures and legality had
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been firmly established and surveying became more of a life time profession (Hughes 
1979:103,134).
Surveying developed into a profession requiring accuracy and skill. However, 
eighteenth century surveyors were still considered influential gentlemen whose position 
in society did not equate with competency in the field, leading at times to errors in land 
measurement (Hughes 1979:130,156). Surveyors also obtained a high rank in society 
from their ability to control access to land and through their own personal accumulation 
of property. Often times, not only wealth, but also positions such as surveyorship were 
passed on from one generation to the next, giving a select few access to sugh 
commodities and societal power (Hughes 1979:164). Thus, because the surveying 
profession was dominated by a select few from the upper class who were politically 
influential, it is no surprise that the plats they drew are grounded in the thoughts and 
actions o f those who held these privileged positions in society.
CHAPTER III 
RESEARCH DESIGN AND DATA COLLECTION
This chapter is concerned with the research design and reasoning used in the 
collection and recordation of data. First, an explanation of the initiation and progression 
of the thesis will be discussed. Second, the significance of plats as artifacts, including a 
review of research involving the use of historical documents as artifacts, will be 
presented. Third, an overview of the data collected, along with a detailed explanation, 
will be laid out. Last, a discussion of various attributes of the data set will be presented.
This thesis began as part of the requirements for the class, Documentary 
Archaeology, taken as part of my graduate coursework. As an exercise on the use and 
analysis of documentary records, the plats were reviewed for general trends and patterns, 
but were not systematically or scientifically analyzed. While working on the original 
project, I questioned what results would be generated if each plat was thoroughly 
examined, recorded, and systematically analyzed using a computer database. As a result, 
the development and progression of this thesis was initiated.
The uniqueness of the data set stems from the particular historical circumstances 
of which the plats have survived. During the Civil War, public records from Gloucester 
County, Virginia, were transported to Richmond where they were destroyed by a fire in 
1865. The various counties who lost records in this manner are referred to as “burned 
counties” and often lack substantial numbers of early historical public records. Due to
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the irreplaceable loss of these documents, burned counties are often times scarcely 
represented in anthropological and historical studies involving early public records in 
Virginia. Considering that Gloucester County is a burned county, it is by good fortune 
that two early Gloucester County plat books remain today. The survival o f these plat 
books has left a unique opportunity to gain information about Gloucester County which 
otherwise would not have been possible had the records been destroyed. As will be seen 
in this thesis, the plats are ideal for gauging change over time because they span over one 
hundred years with relative consistency, representing the years from 1733 to 1849. 
Documents as Artifacts
Within the field of historical archaeology, material culture is often thought of as 
those remains such as ceramic sherds and glass bottle fragments which an archaeologist 
recovers from the field. Documentary records are often seen not as part o f this group of 
artifacts, but as supplementary information useful in discovering the views and opinions 
of those living in the past. Over the past several decades, however, various studies have 
taken place which evaluate documents not at face value of what has been written or 
drawn, but as artifacts capable of being analyzed in regards to not only content, but style, 
design, and format as well. In this sense, just as artifacts such as nails and pipe bowls can 
be systematically analyzed to determine changes and patterns over time, so too can 
documents such as plats.
Little (1988) analyzes newspapers as artifacts in her work, “Craft and Culture 
Change in the eighteenth century Chesapeake.” Little (1988:277) states, “the form of the 
newspaper as artifact is analogous to style in other artifacts, particularly building facades 
and floor plans, since these may be analyzed as two-dimensional. The newspaper can be
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described in terms of symmetry and segmentation by measuring the presence, absence, 
and relationship of carefully chosen items.” The significance o f looking at newspapers in 
this manner is that, similar to studies by Deetz (1996) and Glassie (1975) using 
gravestones and architecture, the newspaper “can be analyzed for its role as an artifact 
reflecting and reinforcing the Georgian order” (Little 1988:277). Camille Wells (1993) 
similarly uses the newspaper in her study, “The Planter’s Prospect.” However, instead of 
looking at the layout o f the newspaper itself, she looks specifically at advertisements for 
property. Wells (1993:28) concludes that the descriptive words and identification of 
certain landmarks included or excluded from the ads revealed how people saw 
themselves within the landscape and how they “cultivated and envisioned their place in 
the social order o f early Virginia.”
Similar to the studies by Little (1988) and Wells (1993), within this thesis the 
Gloucester plats are viewed as artifacts. While another study could use the plats to 
identify remains on the present physical landscape of Gloucester County, such was not 
the purpose o f this study. As artifacts, the plats were analyzed to see what boundary 
markers, landmarks, and other inclusions were recorded on the plat and how these 
attributes changed over time. Patterns and trends found in the data set, as discussed in 
following chapters, aid in revealing how notions of cognitive space and the symbolic 
landscape reflect a changing and increasingly capitalistic worldview.
Data Collection
The two plat books used within this study are stored in the Gloucester County 
Courthouse and are available for in-house use by the public. The earlier plat book, 
designated Plat Book I, contains ninety plats dating from 1733 to 1806. The later plat
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book, designated Plat Book II, contains two hundred and twenty-eight plats dating from 
1817 to 1849. Plat Book I contains the work of six surveyors: Robert Perry (1733-1737), 
John French (1740-1745), Thomas Mumford (1747-53), John Throchmorton (1754- 
1755), Francis Thomkies (1769-1770), and William DuVal (1786-1806). Plat Book II 
contains the work of three surveyors: R.G. Morris (1817-1819), Tho. Baytop (1821- 
1822), and Henry Hughes (1831-1849).
Due to the fact that the plat books may not be removed from the Gloucester 
County Courthouse, photocopies of the plats were essential in making the data more 
accessible for analysis. Through funding available from a minor research grant awarded 
by the College of William and Mary, photocopies of all three hundred and eighteen plats 
were produced. Photocopies of the plats were kept in the same order that they appeared 
in the plat books. Each plat was assigned a two-part number consisting o f the plat book 
in which it is contained and the page on which it appears. Pages were assigned staring 
with the page on which the first plat appeared and continuing consecutively throughout 
the plat book. This form of organization was helpful because many pages contained 
more than one plat. For example, Plat Book I contains 90 plats but only 56 pages while 
Plat Book II contains 228 plats and only 160 pages.
When beginning the data collection, although I knew what kind of trends I was 
looking for and expecting to find, I did not want to inadvertently leave out data which 
would later prove to be necessary. Therefore, I was fairly liberal in choosing the 
categories for the data collection. Using the database program Microsoft Excel, each plat 
was examined for a total of seventy-one attributes broken down into seven categories: 
Identification, Boundary Markers, Trees as Boundary Markers, Buildings, Non-bordering
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Landmarks, Roads, and Other. Information such as Landowner and Date, included in the 
Identification category, was used as a way to differentiate each plat in a clear and 
consistent manner. The categories contained the following information:
1) Identification (year, decade, century, date, book, page, landowner(s), 
surveyor, parish/area, total acres, number of divisions, division of total acres, 
number of landowners, total number of neighbors, neighbors mentioned by 
name, owners=family members, reason for plat)
2) Boundary Markers (rivers as borders, total number of rivers, creeks, comers, 
stakes, stumps, pointers, swamps, river/creek branches, other (text), other 
(drawn), total number of other, total boundary markers)
3) Trees as Boundary Markers (total number of trees, lines of trees, trees with 
names, total descriptions, descriptions)
4) Buildings (total buildings, identified buildings, land owner’s house, 
neighbor’s house, other buildings)
5) Non-bordering Landmarks (orchards, cornfields, pastures, 
swampland/swamps, rivers/creeks, ditches, tobacco ground, ponds, ordinaries, 
gullies, fences, paths, other (text), other (drawn), total number o f non­
bordering landmarks)
6) Roads (total number of roads, named roads, unnamed roads, number of roads 
that border, number of roads that do not border, roads with direction, direction 
of road)
7) Other (scale, written explanation, letters to explain markers, key, compass 
arrow, color, condition, addition, reason for addition).
Not all of the information collected will be used in this study. However, the 
entire database can be found in the Appendix. Data that was not present on the plat is 
represented in the database with a question mark. Information that was questionable in 
content or spelling is surrounded by brackets.
Before an explanation of the recorded data is given, a basic description of the 
plats is necessary. There are two general components to the plat that I use for reference 
in the following explanations (Figure 3). The first is the diagram referring to the drawn 
representation of the property and boundary lines. The second is the text or written 
description of the survey and plat including degrees and lengths measured between
Figure 3. Gloucester County, Virginia: Plat Book I, Page 17
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boundary markers. Some plats include only a brief description made up of the date, 
landowner, parish or area, and surveyor. The identification of boundary markers and 
other landmarks are written directly on the diagram (Figure 4).
In order to understand exactly what information was recorded, a complete 
explanation of all seventy-one attributes is necessary. Each of the seven categories will 
be explained, beginning first with Identification. Year, decade, century, date, book (Plat 
Book I or Plat Book II), and page of plat book, as mentioned earlier, are self-explanatory. 
Landowner(s) is that person or persons whom is indicated as the owner of the property.
If the property was being sold, and both names were included in the plat, the buyer is the 
name recorded as the “landowner.” Surveyor indicates the surveyor who drew the plat. 
Parish/area indicates either the parish in which the survey took place or, if a specific 
well-known area was indicated in the description of the land, this was recorded. Total 
acres indicates all acres on the plat added together. Number o f divisions in land indicates 
the number of divisions on the plat differentiated by a separate number of acres. For 
example, in Figure 5, the plat at the top of the page shows three divisions of 55.5, 55.5 
and 20 acres. Division o f total acres indicates how the divisions were broken down such 
as 55.5+55.5+20=131. The column, number o f  landowners, is the number of persons 
mentioned who owned a different portion of the total property shown on the plat.
Total number o f neighbors is the total number of neighbors, both those written in 
the diagram and those mentioned by name in the text. Each neighbor was counted only 
once, even if he/she appeared both in the diagram and the text. Neighbors mentioned by 
name is the number of neighbor(s) mentioned by name. Owners ^ family members 
indicates, of those plats containing more than one landowner, who were family members
Figure 4. Gloucester County, Virginia: Plat Book II, Page 32
Figure 5. Gloucester County, Virginia: Plat Book I, Page 37
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(yes) and who were not (no). Reason fo r plat indicates, from the text, the reason for the 
survey such as “dispute between neighbors” or “division of family land.” If the reason 
was unclear or was not indicated, “not clear” was recorded.
The second category, Boundary Markers, includes all markers that are used to 
border the property excluding trees and roads. The first column, rivers as borders 
indicates the names of the rivers that border while total number o f rivers gives the 
numerical sum for the number of rivers that border the property. Creeks, stakes, stumps, 
swamps, and pointers all indicate the number of each bordering the property. “Corners ” 
indicates the number of markers designated a “comer.” River/creek branch indicates 
those bodies of water labeled as “branch” or those bodies of water extending off of a river 
or creek but not indicated by name. Total number o f other indicates the total number of 
other boundary markers contained on the plat but not included in those separate 
categories previously listed. Other (text) and other (drawn) list the names of the “other” 
markers either as they were indicated in the diagram (drawn) or the written description 
(text). Total boundary markers indicates the total number of boundary markers contained 
on the plat.
The third category, Trees as Boundary Markers, logically focuses on the use of 
trees in marking boundaries. In rare cases trees that did not border the property were 
drawn on the plat; however, these trees were not recorded. Total number o f  trees 
indicates the total number of single trees recorded in both the text and diagram on the 
plat, only counting each tree once even if an individual tree was included in both the text 
and diagram. Lines o f trees indicates the number of “lines of trees” used as borders 
where a specific number of individual trees was not indicated. Trees with names indicate
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the number of trees mentioned by species such as oak, pine, or maple. Total descriptions 
indicates the total number of descriptive words used in describing trees such as small, 
large, or old. Descriptions indicates the actual descriptive terms used and the quantity for 
each.
The buildings included on the plats were not used to border the property and 
consisted primarily of the dwelling house and outbuildings. Total buildings indicates the 
total number of buildings on the plat. Identified buildings refers to the number of 
buildings that were given a written identification. The next three columns are not used in 
this thesis because the information generated is not entirely concrete or consistent. These 
columns have been left in the database because the information may prove useful to 
another researcher in the future. These columns include land owner’s house, neighbor’s 
house, and other buildings. These last three categories were calculated according to what 
appeared to be the obvious correct identification of each building. However, many 
buildings did not included a concrete identification.
The next category, Non-bordering Landmarks, involves those markers that do not 
border the property. The columns include total number o f  non-bordering (NB) 
landmarks, orchards (NB), cornfields (NB), pastures (NB), swampland/swamps (NB), 
rivers/creeks (NB), ditches (NB), tobacco ground (NB), ponds (NB), ordinaries (NB), 
gullies (NB), fences (NB), and paths (NB). Other (NB) (text) and other (NB) (drawn) 
indicate those landmarks which did not fit in any of the variables previously listed, but 
appeared in either the written description or diagram portion of the plat, or both.
The sixth category, Roads, involves all roads included on each plat. Total number 
o f roads indicates the total number of roads on the plat. Unnamed roads refers to the
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number of roads that do not have a name while named roads refers to those roads that are 
identified by name. The columns, number o f roads that do not border and number o f  
roads that border are self-explanatory. Roads with direction are those roads that indicate 
the name of a well known landmark to which the road leads such as "Court House" or 
"Gloucester Town." The destination of the road is recorded in the column, direction o f  
road.
The last category, Other, includes aspects of the plats not covered in the previous 
categories. Scale refers to the presence or absence of a scale for the diagram. Written 
explanation indicates if the plat had a written explanation of the survey along with the 
diagram. Letters to Explain Markers indicates the presence of letters, such as A, B, C, D, 
etc., on the diagram portion o f the plat with a separate written explanation for each letter 
on the side. Key refers to whether the plat contains a key to the symbols drawn on the 
diagram. Compass arrow refers to the presence of a compass arrow on the plat. Color 
indicates whether any of the boundary markers or other portions o f the plat were in color. 
Condition of plat refers to the percentage of the plat which is illegible due to missing 
portions of the page; a more detailed explanation is given later in this chapter. Finally, on 
a small portion of the plats, an addition was made to the original plat for a transaction that 
occurred at a later date. The date of the addition and explanation are recorded in addition 
and reason fo r  addition.
After all of the data was entered into an Excel spreadsheet the data was then 
transferred into the statistical program SPSS for Windows. SPSS allowed for quick 
statistical analysis of the data and the generation of simple bar and line graphs in order to 
visually display the results. Due to the fact that not all years are represented by an equal
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amount o f plats, mean calculations proved to be the most useful in discovering change or 
patterns developed over time. Dependent variables such as comers, rivers, buildings, etc. 
were grouped by average in relation to the independent variables century, quarter century, 
and surveyor. Analysis of data is discussed in greater detail within Chapter IV.
Data Set Characteristics
Plat Books I and II contain various characteristics which should be mentioned 
before analysis of the data in Chapter IV. Unlike other studies, which may be made up of 
a sample from a large collection, the Gloucester plat books were studied in their entirety. 
It is important to address the fact that there is no reason to suspect that the likelihood of 
survival of any particular plat or plats was greater than that of any other plat(s).
Therefore, the assumption that every plat had an equal chance of being destroyed or not 
destroyed is legitimate and the collection can be viewed as complete.
That being said, there are several characteristics of the data set which should be 
mentioned. The first is the fact that not all years are represented from 1733 to 1849. 
Hughes (1979:134) explains that it is difficult to tell whether there was no surveyor 
during those periods or whether there simply were no surveys to record. She suggests 
that there simply was no public surveyor in Gloucester County during those periods.
Also, some years are represented by a far greater quantity than others are. For example, 
while only five plats were produced in 1735, twenty-eight were produced in 1847, and 
some years yielded only one plat. Broken down by century, while there are 84 plats in 
the eighteenth century, there are over double that amount in the nineteenth century, 
totaling 234. By quarter centuries, there are 30 in the second quarter o f the eighteenth 
century, 35 in the third, 19 in the fourth, 23 in the first quarter of the nineteenth century,
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and 211 in the second quarter. Also, there is a significantly larger quantity of plats in 
Book II (228) than in Book I (90).
Similarly, the number of plats that each surveyor drew, and the number of years 
that each surveyor produced at least one plat, varied. The number o f plats each surveyor 
completed is as follows: Robert Perry (1733-1737) 8, John French (1740-1745) 6,
Thomas Mumford (1747-1753) 34, John Throchmorton (1754-1755) 11, Francis 
Thomkies (1769-1770) 6, William DuVal (1786-1806) 25, R.G. Morris (1817-1819) 13, 
Tho. Baytop (1821-1822) 4, and Henry Hughes (1831-1849) 211. The number of years 
that each surveyor produced at least one plat is as follows: Robert Perry (1733-1737) 3, 
John French (1740-1745) 4, Thomas Mumford (1747-1753) 7, John Throchmorton 
(1754-1755) 2, Francis Thomkies (1769-1770) 2, William DuVal (1786-1806) 13, R.G. 
Morris (1817-1819) 3, Tho. Baytop (1821-1822) 2, and Henry Hughes (1831-1849) 18.
Another factor to consider regarding the data set, which in this case may affect the 
accuracy o f the data analysis, is the conditions of the plats. One of the various attributes 
for which each plat was analyzed was the condition. Plats in which 0-15% of the entire 
plat was missing or illegible were labeled ripped slightly. Plats in which 16-30% of the 
entire plat was missing or illegible were labeled significant. Plats in which 31-50% of the 
entire plat was missing or illegible were labeled large. Those plats in which over 50% of 
the entire plat was missing or illegible were not used within the study. Overall, 18.6% of 
the plats were ripped slightly, 5.7% were ripped significantly, 0.6% were largely 
damaged, and 75.2% were not damaged at all. The greatest number of plats that were 
labeled ripped slightly and significant dated between the second and third quarters of the
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eighteenth century, thus perhaps affecting the accuracy of the data totals during that 
period (Figure 6).
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CHAPTER IV
DATA RESULTS: RECOGNIZING TRENDS AND PATTERNS
As discussed in Chapter II, the data was analyzed through the mean calculations 
of variables by quarter century and century in order to show change over time. Six 
general patterns are discemable when looking at both of these time categories. The first 
five include 1) a decrease in total acreage size of land plots, 2) an overall increase in 
boundary markers including trees and roads, 3) a decrease in non-bordering landmarks, 4) 
an increase in identification and specification of neighbors, and 5) an increase in 
identification of road direction. The sixth pattern includes what I’ve termed as “V- 
shaped” and “inverted V-shaped” patterns with low numbers of boundary markers, trees, 
buildings, and roads and high numbers of landowners and total acres during the last 
quarter of the eighteenth century. Within this chapter mean calculations of variables per 
plat will be presented in terms of groupings by century and quarter century. Because the 
plats span over one hundred years, these groupings allow for a clear understanding of 
general changes and trends in the variables over time. The chapter concludes with an 
examination of patterns or trends associated with individual surveyors.
Century
Analyzing the data based on mean values per century reveals which variables 
decreased or increased from the eighteenth to the nineteenth century. One of the most 
prevalent patterns apparent through the analysis of the data by century is the increase of
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boundary markers over time. This is most obvious in the mean total boundary markers 
per plat, which increased from 3.49 in the eighteenth century to nearly double that total in 
the nineteenth century at 6.77 (Figure 7). Individual boundary markers that followed this 
increasing trend include swamps, comers, stakes, stumps, pointers, and “other” markers 
(Figure 8). River/creek branches remain the same, with an average of 0.33 in both 
centuries. While the majority of bordering markers did increase over time, rivers and 
creeks used as property boundaries decreased from the eighteen to the nineteenth century. 
Rivers decreased from 0.24 to 0.12 while creeks decreased from 0.45 to 0.33 (Figure 9). 
The total number of trees, which were also used as boundary markers, increased from 
4.07 to 10.68. On the other hand, lines of trees decreased from 0.31 to 0.0086. Similarly, 
of those trees recorded, the total number of trees identified with names increased from 
4.26 to 11.24 and the total number of descriptive words for trees increased from 0.68 to 
1.67 (Figure 10).
Increasing and decreasing patterns from the eighteenth to the nineteenth century 
also occurred in other variables in the remaining six data set categories. Within the 
Identification category, the total number of neighbors and the total number of neighbors 
mentioned by name increased from 0.99 to 2.67 and 0.99 to 2.84 respectively (Figure 
11). However the total number of acres presented on the plat decreased from 446.21 to 
179.77 (Figure 12). The number of divisions in the land also decreased on average from 
2.15 in the eighteenth century to 1.97 in the nineteenth century as did the total number of 
landowners depicted on the plat with 2.19 in the eighteenth century and 1.83 in the 
nineteenth century (Figure 11). Of those plats which contained more than one division
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of land, 46.34% of the landowners were family members in the eighteenth century while 
53.66% were family members in the nineteenth century.
Contrary to the boundary markers, in general, the number of non-bordering 
landmarks decreased from the eighteenth to the nineteenth century. The average total 
number of non-bordering landmarks included on an individual plat is 1.21 in the 
eighteenth century, with less than half of that average at 0.43 in the nineteenth century 
(Figure 13). Broken down individually, those landmarks that decreased from one 
century to the next include orchards, cornfields, pastures, rivers/creeks, tobacco ground, 
gullies, fences, and paths (Figure 14). In fact, several of these were not present in the 
nineteenth century at all (Figure 14). The number of ordinaries remained the same from 
century to century because there were none included in either century. Also, although 
very miniscule in numbers, swampland/swamps (0.0361 to 0.0641), ditches (0.0119 to 
0.0470), and ponds (0.0119 to 0.0214) did increase. Likewise non-bordering, the total 
number of buildings increased slightly from the eighteenth (0.89) to the nineteenth (1.06) 
century. However, the number of identified buildings decreased from 1.79 to 0.63.
Examining the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries as a whole also reveals an 
increase in the total number of roads. In the eighteenth century there was an average of 
0.48 roads included on each plat while in the nineteenth century the average was double, 
reaching 1.01 roads per plat. Of those roads included on each plat, those used to border 
the property rose from 0.50 to 1.17 while roads that did not border decreased from 1.04 to 
0.38. In a similar pattern, roads that were not distinguished with a name increased from 
0.23 to 0.91 while roads with names decreased from 0.25 to 0.098. While there was a 
decrease in the number of named roads, roads containing directional indications increased
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from 0.21 in the eighteenth century to an average of 1.41 in the nineteenth century 
(Figure 15). In the eighteenth century 1.19% of the plats included compass arrows while 
90.60% were included in the nineteenth century. Also, while no plats in the eighteenth 
century were highlighted with color, 82.48% contained color in the nineteenth century. 
Quarter Century
Looking at the data in terms of the average of each variable per quarter century, 
similar and new patterns arise. While it was shown earlier that there was an increase in 
the average total boundary markers per plat from the eighteenth to the nineteenth century, 
broken down into quarter centuries, a gradual increase takes place, with the exception of 
the fourth quarter o f the eighteenth century (Figure 16). Individually, a similar pattern 
occurred for the number of stakes used as boundary markers, with the exception of also 
dropping low in the third and fourth quarters of the eighteenth century rather than just the 
fourth (Figure 17). Markers in which numbers dropped in the fourth quarter of the 
eighteenth century but were, in general, decreasing in the quarter centuries before and 
increasing in the quarter centuries afterward, have what I term a “V-shaped” pattern. 
These include creeks, comers, stumps, and “other” (with the exception of a low second 
quarter of the eighteenth century) (Figure 17). Opposite of the “V-shaped” pattern is the 
“inverted V-shaped” pattern seen in the averages of river/creek branches. The average 
number of swamps used to border property has a gradual and slight increase in the last 
three-quarters of the eighteenth century and then makes a large increase that remains 
relatively the same through the first two quarters of the nineteenth century. Pointers are 
only prevalent in the second quarter of the nineteenth century. Bordering rivers, in 
general, make a gradual decline with a slight rise from the second to third quarters in the
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eighteenth century and a small incline from the first to second quarters in the nineteenth 
century (Figure 17).
Total number of neighbors forms a V-shaped pattern (Figure 18) which starts off 
at 1.08 and 1.28 in the second and third quarters of the eighteenth century. The average 
drops to 0.32 in the fourth quarter, rises again in the first quarter o f the nineteenth century 
to 3.00, and then decreases slightly to 2.63 in the second quarter. A similar pattern 
occurs with the average number of neighbors mentioned by name (Figure 18). The 
average number of total acres per quarter century in general decrease, ranging from 
614.22 to 310.35 to 465.94 to 405.65 to 156.22 (Figure 19). However, the average 
number of landowners included on each plat and the number of property divisions both 
form inverted V-shaped patterns (Figure 20). Of those plats that had more than one 
landowner, the percentage per quarter century of those landowners who were family 
members was 26.67% in the second quarter of the eighteenth century, 50.00% in the third 
quarter of the eighteenth century, 64.29% in the fourth quarter of the eighteenth century, 
66.67% in the first quarter of the nineteenth century, and 50.75% in the second quarter of 
the nineteenth century.
Also used to border property lines, the total average number of trees per quarter 
century display a V-shaped pattern. The average number of trees in consecutive order 
from the second quarter o f the eighteenth century to the second quarter o f the nineteenth 
century is as follows: 6.11, 4.11, 1.11, 5.30, and 11.26 (Figure 21). Trees identified with 
names and the average number of descriptive words used in identifying trees both follow 
a similar pattern (Figure 21). The average number of lines of trees decrease and are
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absent altogether in the fourth quarter of the eighteenth century and the second quarter of 
the nineteenth century.
In general, the average total number of non-bordering landmarks decreases over 
the quarter centuries but also reveals a slightly V-shaped pattern, reaching extremely low 
numbers in the fourth quarter of the eighteenth century (Figure 22). Individually, non­
bordering landmarks reveal somewhat sporadic patterns but in general decrease (Figure 
23). Several of the non-bordering landmarks only appear in the second and third quarters 
of the eighteenth century, including orchards, cornfields, pastures, and tobacco grounds.
A general decrease in rivers/creeks over the quarter centuries with none in the fourth 
quarter of the eighteenth century also occurs. Fences similarly decrease, absent 
altogether in the fourth quarter of the eighteenth century and in the first quarter of the 
nineteenth century. Gullies are only found in the second quarter of the eighteenth 
century, at an average of 0.037 and at an average of 0.005 in the second quarter of the 
nineteenth century. Also only appearing in these two quarter centuries are paths, ditches, 
and swamps/swampland. Ponds only occur in the third quarter of the eighteenth century 
and the second quarter of the nineteenth century. Similarly revealing a V-shaped pattern 
is the average number of buildings on each plat (Figure 24). Of those buildings included 
on each plat, the average total number of identified buildings is highest in the second 
quarter of the eighteenth century at 3.09. The average drops to 0.94 in the next quarter 
century and stays at about the same number through to the second quarter of the 
nineteenth century (Figure 24).
Within the category of Roads, the average total number of roads per quarter 
century follows the V-shaped pattern, which increases over time with the highest number
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of roads in the second quarter of the nineteenth century (Figure 25). The average 
number of roads that border follow a V-shaped pattern with the lowest point in the third 
quarter of the eighteenth century. The number of roads that do not border, however, 
gradually decreases over the quarter centuries from 1.17 to 1.07 to 0.75 to 0.43 to 0.37. 
Unnamed roads reveal a slight V-shaped pattern, with the highest number in the second 
quarter of the nineteenth century. Named roads do not appear to have a distinct pattern 
but fluctuate back and forth between increasing and decreasing. Roads with directional 
indications increased over the quarter centuries from 0 to 0.21 to 0.50 to 0.79 to 1.47.
Also broken down by quarter century, colored plats are only included in the first and 
second quarters of the nineteenth century with 34.78% and 87.68% respectively. The 
compass arrow was included in 3.70% of the plats in the second quarter of the eighteenth 
century, 26.09% in the first quarter of the nineteenth century and 97.63% in the second 
quarter o f the nineteenth century.
Surveyors
When considering the various influences affecting those results presented above, 
it is important to recognize the unique styles and formats of the individual surveyors who 
produced the plats. The surveyor ultimately decided how the land would be portrayed on 
paper and what should be included or not included, emphasizing certain attributes over 
others. With this in mind, one should consider the ways in which personal styles and 
preferences of individual surveyors may have influenced the various attributes included 
within each plat and reflected in the patterns and trends discussed. Only the most highly 
recognizable patterns associated with individual surveyors will be discussed.
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In order to determine what influences the individual surveyors might have had on 
the patterns due to personal style and preference when drawing the plats, the mean of 
each variable was also calculated by surveyor. As mentioned in Chapter II the surveyors’ 
full names and dates of plats are as follows: Robert Perry (1733-1737), John French 
(1740-1745), Thomas Mumford (1747-1753), John Throchmorton (1754-1755), Francis 
Thomkies (1769-1770), William DuVal (1786-1806), R.G. Morris (1817-1819), Tho. 
Baytop (1821-1822), and Henry Hughes (1831-1849). Through this analysis trends 
associated with particular surveyors became apparent.
The first surveyor, Robert Perry (1733-1737), yielded the highest average of non­
bordering landmarks (3.25), as well as the most diverse use o f these markers, including 
cornfields, pastures, rivers/creeks, fences, orchards, swampland/swamps, ditches and 
paths. Contradictory to the argument that bordering roads increased over time, Robert 
Perry produced the highest average at 3.00, well above the next highest average of 1.21 
by Henry Hughes (1831-1849). However, it is important to point out that the total 
number of plats including roads that were drawn by Robert Perry was two, one including 
only one road and the other including five roads, the most number of roads contained by 
any one plat of the entire three hundred and eighteen. Although a lower average, the 
average number of roads included by Henry Hughes, on the other hand, was calculated 
from one hundred and thirty-six plats ranging from zero to four roads each.
The surveyor who tended to produce the most extreme averages, yielding either 
the highest or lowest calculations, is William DuVal (1786-1806). DuVal produced the 
highest average number of landowners, with 4.04, when the rest of the surveyors’ 
averages ranged between 1.50 and 2.50. Of those landowners recorded by DuVal,
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75.00% were family members, the highest percentage of all the plats drawn by other 
surveyors. On the other hand, DuVal produced the lowest, or close to the lowest 
averages, in several of the categories. Those variable in which DuVal yielded the lowest 
averages of all the surveyors include total number of buildings (0.04), total number of 
trees (1.96), and total number of roads (0.24). Those categories in which DuVal 
produced averages the second to the lowest of all surveyors include: total number of 
neighbors (0.28), total number of neighbors mentioned by name (0.28), total markers 
used for borders (1.80), and total number of non-bordering landmarks (0.08).
On the other hand, some of the highest averages were produced by R.G. Morris 
(1817-1819) and Henry Hughes (1831-1849). Morris yielded the highest average total 
boundary markers (8.31), neighbors (4.69), and roads (1.08) while Hughes produced the 
second highest average total boundary markers (6.92) and roads (1.04). Hughes also 
produced the highest average total number of trees at 11.26, while the remaining 
surveyors’ averages fluctuated between 1.96 and 5.92, with the exception of Robert Perry 
at 7.25. Similarly, Hughes produced the highest average trees with names at 11.81.
Also, attributed to the unique style of Hughes’s work are “hand-like” pointers at the end 
of each road indicating what well-known landmarks each road lead to.
One final recognizable trend related to the work of individual surveyors involves 
the use of color on each plat and the inclusion of compass arrows, both of which were 
included primarily in the work of later surveyors. For example, only the last three 
surveyors included color on their plats. This includes 53.85% of the plats by R.G. Morris 
(1817-1819), 23.08% by Tho. Baytop (1821-1822), and 87.68% by Henry Hughes (1831- 
1849). These same three surveyors, as well as John French (1740-1745), included
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compass arrows on their plats equaling 16.67% of the plats by John French (1740-1745), 
23.08% of the plats by R.G. Morris (1817-1819), 75.00% of the plats by Tho. Baytop, 
and 97.63% of the plats by Henry Hughes (1831-1849).
CHAPTERV
CONCLUSION
The preceding four chapters have drawn together all of the research, data, and 
historical background needed to positively confirm the thesis statement presented in the 
Introduction. I argue that changes in the attributes of the Gloucester County plats 
between 1733 and 1849 reflect a changing attitude toward landscapes and cognitive space 
grounded in an evolving worldview based on capitalistic ideology and the growing 
emergence of individualism. Six conclusive statements can be made about the 
Gloucester County plats based on general patterns presented in Chapter IV. The first five 
include 1) a decrease in total acreage size of land plots, 2) an overall increase in boundary 
markers including trees and roads, 3) a decrease in non-bordering landmarks, 4) an 
increase in identification and specification of neighbors, and 5) the increase in directional 
indication of roads. The sixth conclusive statement involves what I’ve termed as “V- 
shaped” and “inverted V-shaped” patterns indicating low numbers of boundary markers, 
trees, buildings, and roads and high numbers of landowners and total acres during the last 
quarter o f the eighteenth century. Within this chapter each conclusive statement will be 
presented along with supporting evidence discussed in previous chapters as a means of 
positively confirming the above mentioned thesis statement.
Over the past several decades, landscape archaeology has become an increasingly 
important focus within the field of historical archaeology. One of the complexities
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embedded within the study of landscapes includes the numerous definitions of the term 
“landscape” continuously constructed and argued by scholars. Landscape has often been 
defined by scholars in terms of natural and cultural forms separate from each other.
Some scholars, however, incorporate within the definition of landscape both natural and 
cultural aspects. For the purpose of this study, landscape is defined as the surface upon 
the physical earth which is mentally, physically, culturally, and socially interpreted, 
altered, and experienced by human beings. While landscapes can be studied following 
either a materialist approach or an ideational approach, this study uses the latter, focusing 
on symbolic interpretation rather than physical description and spatial patterning.
The symbolic interpretation of landscapes allows for an understanding of societies 
on both cultural and social levels. Landscapes are continuously changing entities. Such 
changes occur because of human activities and natural processes. Changes in the 
landscape at the same time influence and “direct” human activity, affecting how humans 
view their own place within society as well as the place of others. Thus, the landscape is 
an important artifact useful to historical archaeologists because of the rich symbolic 
messages encoded within and the opportunity it presents to gain insight into cultural 
beliefs and practices as well as social relations.
Although archaeologists work primarily with the archaeological record for clues 
about past landscapes, documents such as maps too can reveal a great deal of information 
regarding landscapes. While maps can make known topographical information relaying 
where natural and man-made features were placed within the landscape, maps can also be 
analyzed for their intrinsic or latent meaning. The map is not an exact representation of 
the physical landscape but is the interpretation of the landscape by the cartographer. The
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estate plan is one type of map which has been the focus of various studies revealing the 
beliefs and social structures of past societies. Plats are very similar in function to estate 
plans and similarly contain rich symbolic messages. As a unique data set, the Gloucester 
County plats provide a rare opportunity to gain an understanding of how people of that 
region interpreted the landscape in the past. A change over time in the content and 
format of the plats, viewed in this study as artifacts, reflects not only the inevitable 
changes in the landscape over time, but ultimately a change in the interpretation of the 
landscape.
Integral to the idea of landscape is that of space. As discussed in Chapter I, there 
are three types of space: material, social, and cognitive. Within this study I have been 
concerned with the latter of the three, cognitive space, defined as “the mental processes 
by'which people interpret social and material spaces” (Delle 1998:39). Plats are an 
excellent indicator of cognitive space because plats are direct representations of how the 
surveyor interpreted the landscape he saw. That being said, the primary goal o f this 
thesis was not only to determine what plats can reveal about past residents’ views of 
cognitive space and landscapes, but how these views are a reflection of changing 
ideologies or worldviews. The remainder of this thesis is dedicated to answering this 
question.
When the English settled in the New World, settlers brought with them dreams of 
wealth and prosperity. Dependent on land for the production of tobacco and a place of 
residence, land became an important commodity. In the seventeenth and early eighteenth 
centuries, the elite and powerful dominated access to and controlled the majority of the 
land as well as the wealth. As part of the New World, residents of Gloucester County,
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Virginia were concerned with the acquisition o f wealth gained through property 
ownership. During the eighteenth century, Virginians began adopting a set of beliefs and 
attitudes referred to as the Georgian Order. This changing worldview reflected a shift in 
focus toward such attitudes and styles involving balance, order, symmetry, segmentation, 
and standardization (Leone and Potter 1988:212). Many believe that the Georgian Order 
was a “product of and a producer of capitalism” emphasizing individualism and the 
production and consumption of commodities (Little 1988:272). Included in this view 
was the belief that part of man’s duty was to tame the supposedly untouched, wild land 
(Johnson 1996:72).
The ways in which people occupied and transformed the landscape is embedded 
with cultural and social messages. In “taming” the wilderness, settlers practiced the act 
of enclosure creating and defining boundaries, both physically and mentally, across the 
terrain. Boundaries influenced the ways in which people physically occupied and 
traveled throughout the landscape and how they mentally viewed the landscape, 
constantly generating different social relations and interactions. Also, differences in 
social status, gender, and wealth, generated unique interpretations o f the landscape for 
differing individuals. The people who did the enclosing and set the boundaries had 
power over those with less wealth or social status (Johnson 1996:72). This was due in 
part to the fact that there is an inherent amount of power in the organization and control 
over space, even that which is cognitive.
The focus o f this thesis was not to determine if the physical land property 
boundaries depicted on the Gloucester County plats still remain in the archaeological 
record today. Rather, this thesis focused on the examination of the plats as artifacts in
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order to gain an understanding of cognitive space and the symbolic meaning of the 
landscape in which the plats are grounded and how this reflects changing worldviews and 
philosophies. The three hundred and eighteen Gloucester County plats were examined 
for various attributes divided into seven categories: Identification, Boundary Markers, 
Trees as Boundary Markers, Buildings, Non-bordering Landmarks, Roads, and Other. 
Through the systematic recordation of each of the attributes in all of these categories, a 
series o f conclusions about the data can be made based upon the emergence of patterns.
I argue that these patterns reflect attitudes and beliefs towards landscape and 
cognitive space grounded in a growing capitalistic worldview centered on land as a 
commodity and the accumulation of wealth by individuals. Six conclusive statements 
can be made about the data based on general patterns that are discemable when looking at 
change in the plats by century and quarter century. The first five include 1) a decrease in 
total acreage size of land plots, 2) an overall increase in boundary markers including trees 
and roads, 3) a decrease in non-bordering landmarks, 4) an increase in identification and 
specification of neighbors, and 5) the increase in directional indication o f roads. The 
sixth conclusive statement involves what I ’ve termed “V-shaped” and “inverted V- 
shaped” patterns indicating low numbers of boundary markers, trees, buildings, and roads 
and high numbers o f landowners and total acres during the last quarter o f the eighteenth 
century.
While the first conclusive statement reveals that the average total acres o f land 
per Gloucester County plat decreased through the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, 
the number o f landowners stays relatively the same, decreasing slightly from the 
eighteenth to the nineteenth century. This suggests that individual divisions of large
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estates too, decreased over time. This trend reflects historical events taking place in 
Gloucester, as discussed in Chapter II. After the Revolution, many wealthy planters 
moved to more prosperous regions. The large tracts of land they left behind were divided 
and often sold to middling farmers with a more modest income or rented to landless 
tenants. Also during this period and into the nineteenth century, large family estates were 
being divided among heirs as Gloucester struggled to regain economic stability near the 
end of the eighteenth century. Although a decreasing average of acres per plot was a 
physical occurrence simply recorded on the plat, this trend is important in recognizing the 
increase in individual property ownership. The fact that an increasing number of people 
had access to land ownership, parallels the “trend toward individualism of material 
accessories (such as tombstones and ceramics) in the last decades of the eighteenth 
century” (Deetz 1988:228).
While some may reason that the larger the property, the more boundary markers 
are needed, ironically the second conclusive statement is: While the physical size o f  
properties decreased on the Gloucester County plats between 1733 and 1849, the number 
o f boundary markers on the plats, including trees and roads, increased. An increase in 
boundary markers including trees and roads is central to the argument o f this thesis. As 
was stated above, boundaries inherently contain power. Physical and mental boundaries 
contain the power to restrict or invite certain individuals into specific areas, to engage in 
certain activities, or to associate with specific social classes. An increase in boundary 
markers indicates an increasing belief in the importance of defining an individual’s space. 
Also, land was a very important commodity. People did not want to be cheated out of 
even a very small portion. Increasing the number of boundaries would ensure that
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individuals knew specifically which land was theirs as opposed to their neighbors.
During the first and second quarters of the nineteenth century surveyors put an even 
greater emphasis on boundaries through the use o f color in 34.78% and 87.68% of the 
plats respectively. This allowed for a greater distinction between boundaries associated 
with different individuals’ plots of land.
Although in the seventeenth century rivers were seen as ideal boundary markers, 
over the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries the number of rivers bordering properties 
decreased (Figure 9). At the same time that rivers and creeks decreased, the number of 
roads bordering properties increased from an average of 0.48 in the eighteenth century to 
1.01 in the nineteenth century. This, in part, reflects the fact that as the countryside 
became increasingly populated, available property along waterways became increasingly 
more scarce and roads replaced rivers and creeks as the primary, or for some the only, 
form of transportation, shifting the focus of settlement away from waterways towards 
roads. Thus, roads became more stable, recognizable, and definitive boundary markers. 
This reflects the Georgian move from natural (rivers) to artificial (roads).
Although roads became increasingly more common as boundary markers, the 
most frequently used boundary markers were trees. The number of trees more than 
doubled from century to century rising from an average of 4.07 in the eighteenth century 
to 10.68 in the nineteenth century. Similar to other boundary markers, as individuals 
became increasingly concerned with defining and controlling individual property, an 
increase in the number of trees in the definition of boundaries allowed for a widening 
security in knowing precisely which portion of land an individual owned. The increase in 
descriptive words reiterates the growing concern with specification. At the same time a
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decrease occurs in the use of the much less specific “lines of trees” as indicated boundary 
markers from an average of 0.31 in the eighteenth century to 0.0086 in the nineteenth 
century. Through the specification of precise property boundary lines achieved by the 
use of markers such as trees as well as the individualization of other material goods, an 
inherent individualism of landowners becomes apparent. One should remember, 
however, as discussed in Chapter II, that a vast amount of the population did not own 
property at all. Little (1988:273) points out that the poorer masses, lacking in material 
wealth and power, are identified as a group, differing from the elite and wealthier who 
increasingly grew more individualistic in their possessions.
An obvious opposition to the increase of boundary markers is seen in the third 
conclusive statement: The Gloucester County plats, 1733-1849, include a decreasing 
number o f non-bordering landmarks over time. In the plats from the second quarter of 
the eighteenth century landmarks such as orchards, cornfields, pastures, and tobacco 
grounds are fairly common (Figure 23). However, these landmarks do not show up 
again. Other non-bordering landmarks appear in the second and third quarters of the 
eighteenth century and then reappear in very small numbers in the second quarter of the 
nineteenth century. Non-bordering roads decreased over time as well. The general 
decrease in non-bordering landmarks indicates that while such attributes were once felt 
important to Gloucester County surveyors in identifying an individual’s property, the 
primary focus shifted instead to the use of boundary markers. The shift in focus away 
from non-bordering landmarks to boundary markers indicates that how property borders 
were defined became more important than those landmarks contained within the property. 
Johnson (1996:6) states that capitalism has to do with “material things, how they are
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produced, circulated, and consumed and the social and economic values people place 
upon them.” A focus on precise boundaries reflects an increasing concern with land as 
an indispensable commodity, every inch of which should be defined and claimed.
Although the number o f buildings, another form of non-bordering landmarks, on 
each plat generally decreased every quarter century, the average number increased again 
in the second quarter of the nineteenth century (Figure 24). During this period, although 
most buildings were not identified, many plats included detailed sketches of what 
appeared to be the landowners’ house(s). The reappearance of landowners’ houses on 
later plats indicates the importance placed on the house within the landscape as a sign of 
wealth, security, and power.
Another instance of the emerging focus on defining precisely an individual’s 
boundaries is seen in the fourth conclusive statement: The Gloucester County plats, 1733- 
1849, include an increase in the identification and specification o f  neighbors over time. 
While it can be assumed that residents in the nineteenth century would most likely have 
had more neighbors than those in the eighteenth century due to population growth, the 
increasing identification of neighbors, both those identified by name and those not, 
indicates the importance of placing individuals in relationship to one another. Also 
evident within the data results is the indication that people not only felt a need to identify 
their personal property and place within the landscape in relationship to other individuals, 
but also to the greater community and world. Evidence of this is seen in the emergence 
of the fifth conclusive statement: directional indications on roads present in the 
Gloucester County plats, 1733-1849, increased steadily each quarter century. While 
named roads decreased, the number of unnamed roads increased as did the direction of
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the road, suggesting that where a road lead to was more important than the name of the 
road (Figure 25). Some of the directional landmarks which were identified include 
Gloucester Town, Court House, Robin’s Neck, Bellamy’s, Dragon Ordinary,
Scuffletown, Roswell, Middlesex, Guinea, Seawell’s Ordinary, Saddler’s Neck, Piney 
Swamp, York River, Mathews, Old Store, Stubbs Tavern, King and Queen, and Woods 
Ordinary. These landmarks consist of other counties, social, economical, and political 
meeting places, and natural landmarks.
The “presence” of these landmarks within the plat draws attention to larger social, 
political, and economical relationships within the greater community. A person’s 
landscape spanned from his house and individual property to his surrounding neighbors 
to greater societal and political organizations and also, with the increase of compass 
arrows recorded on plats over time, to the world in general as well. Although not all 
stratified societies are capitalistic, capitalistic societies are inherently stratified (Leone 
1999:5). Two primary groupings arise: the wealth producing and the wealth holding 
(Leone and Potter 1999:5). Indicating where an individual’s property is in relation to 
others in society, those producing the wealth (your neighbors) and those who possess the 
wealth (the elite and influential at the Courthouse or in Gloucester Town), reiterates this 
stratification. Also, the directional landmarks include very distinct oppositions such as 
Gloucester Town (artificial) and Piney Swamp (natural) reiterating the oppositions 
associated with the Georgian Order in which capitalism has its roots.
The previous trends and conclusions about the data have been discussed in light 
of overall increases and decreases in averages by century and quarter century. One trend 
within the data that was relatively consistent is seen in what was described in Chapter IV
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as the V-shape and inverted V-shaped patterns. Within this patterning characteristics that 
had a V-shaped pattern were lowest in the fourth quarter of the eighteenth century, while 
the inverted V-shaped pattern generated the highest averages in the same time period.
The sixth conclusive statement is: The average number o f  total boundary markers, trees, 
buildings, and roads included on the Gloucester County plats, 1733-1849, were 
extremely low during the last quarter o f the eighteenth century while the average number 
o f land owners and total acres on each plat were extremely high during this period.
There are two possible explanations for this occurrence. The first involves the 
historical circumstances occurring at the end of the eighteenth century. During this 
period, wealthy plantation owners were dividing land for sale and rent as discussed in 
Chapter II. Also, while residents of Gloucester County struggled to regain wealth, many 
large estates were subdivided among heirs. This is reflected on the plat in that during the 
last quarter o f the eighteenth century property owners on a single plat who were family 
members averaged the second highest of all other quarter centuries at 64.29%. During 
this time period it is clear that a primary function of the plats was to mark divisions of 
large estates, concentrating on land division rather than individual boundary markers.
The second explanation for this pattern involves the surveyor William DuVal who was 
the only surveyor to produce plats during this period. Of those plats produced by DuVal 
with more than one landowner, 75% involved family members indicating that DuVal had 
a great deal of experience in dividing large family estates. The low numbers of boundary 
markers could be a reflection of his personal style as a surveyor in creating the plats.
While the focus of this paper has been to discern the views, beliefs, and ideologies 
of past Gloucester County residents, some may question whether the plats represent the
94
views of all residents of Gloucester during that time period. The answer simply is that 
the plats cannot represent every resident within the community individually. First, the 
Gloucester plats inherently leave out a large segment of the population, the landless. 
Second, as was discussed in Chapter I, landscapes are multilocal. Delle (1996:40) states, 
“the definition of space will differ along class, gender, and racial lines.” The surveyors 
of Gloucester only represent a small segment of the population consisting of influential 
gentlemen who at times held prominent positions in society but were neither the richest 
of the elite nor the poorest of the poor. However, as members o f society, the views and 
interpretations o f the surveyors are still capable of reflecting greater issues and 
worldviews, such as capitalism, impacting all residents of Gloucester in similar or 
different ways.
While the focus of this study has looked specifically at two plat books in 
Gloucester County, various future studies incorporating the data and themes of this study 
are possible. Plats from other counties in Virginia or other states could be examined in a 
similar fashion and compared to see if similar trends or patterns arise. One interesting 
comparison may be to determine if plats from counties on the western part of Virginia 
were similar or different from those in Gloucester or other eastern counties and what can 
be concluded from those similarities or differences. Also, while the focus of this study 
has been on the plats as artifacts and what can be learned about symbolic landscapes and 
cognitive space, future studies may focus instead on the use o f the plats in identifying 
archaeological sites on the physical landscape or settlement patterns within Gloucester 
County.
95
In conclusion, this thesis has uniquely contributed to the field o f historical 
archaeology in several ways. First, this study contributes to the growing focus on 
landscape archaeology through the perspective of cognitive space and symbolic 
interpretation. Second, this thesis reemphasizes the importance and relevance of the use 
of documents within the field of historical archaeology as artifacts capable of producing 
patterns and trends over time. These patterns and trends reflect cultural, social, and 
economic changes over time as well as worldviews. Third, this study contributes to the 
growing focus on the inherent role of capitalism within the field of historical 
archaeology. The focus on capitalism has become increasingly important over the last 
several years and will continue to be a prevalent subject matter in future research. Last, 
due to the devastating circumstances of which the plats survived, research incorporating 
these records has been a unique opportunity to contribute to the history of Gloucester 
County and early Virginia.
APPENDIX 
Data: Gloucester County Plats, 1733-1849
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